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Planning Commission Date: July 28, 2004 Item No,

MILPITAS PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA REPORT

Category: Public Hearing Report prepared by: Kim Duncan
Public Hearing: Yes: _ X __ No:

Notices Mailed On: 7-16-04 Published On; 7-15-04 Posted On: 7-16-04
TITLE: USE PERMIT NO. UP2004-8, “S” ZONE APPROVAL

AMENDMENT NO, SA2004-28 AND ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT ASSESSMENT NO. EA2004-6

Proposal: Request to install a 60-foot tall artificial tree pole with six (6)
telecommunication antennas and associated ground mounted
equipment.

Location: 1525 McCarthy Boulevard (APN: 086-03-079)

RECOMMENDATION: Approve Use Permit No, UP2004-8 and “S” Zone Approval-
Amendment SA2004-28 with conditions and adopt the related
Negative Declaration (Environmental Impact Assessment No.

EA2004-6).

Applicant: Cingular Wireless c/o Leah Hernikl at Ruth and Going, Inc., 2216
The Alameda, Santa Clara, CA 95050

Property Owner: Limar Realty Corporation #17, 1730 South El Camino Real, #400,
San Mateo, CA 94402

Previous Action(s): “S” Zone approval

Environmental Info: Negative Declaration

General Plan Designation: Highway Service
Present Zoning; Light Industrial with “S” zone overlay (M1-S)
Existing Land Use: Vacant building

Agenda Sent To: Applicant/owner
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Attachments: Plans, photosimulations, existing and alternative wireless sites,
telecommunications questionnaire, FCC license, power density
study, draft Negative Declaration and Initial Study

PJ No. 2367

BACKGROUND

On November 19, 1981, the Planning Commission approved an ‘S’ Zone approval application
for the development of a 75,444 square foot light industrial building and freestanding sign
located in the Oak Creek Business Park on the west side of McCarthy Boulevard, south of
Sycamore Drive. Subsequently, the Redevelopment Agency approved the application on
January 5, 1982.

Site Description

The subject site encompasses 4.20 acres at the southwest cotner of McCarthy Boulevard and
Sycamore Drive. The site is developed with a vacant 75,444 square foot, 2-story, concrete tilt-up
industrial building. The site is bound by McCarthy Boulevard to the east, with Coyote Creek
Trail and the castern portion of San Jose to the west. Surrounding development direcily north,
northeast, east and southeast of the site is developed as Industrial Park with tenants such as LSI,
Linear Technology and Xicor. Directly south of the project site is zoned light industrial and
developed with vacant buildings.

THE APPLICATION

This Use Permit application is submitted pursuant to Sections 57.02-15.1 (Conditional Use
Permit for telecommunication antenna facilities) and the “S” Zone approval amendment
application is submitted pursuant to Section 42.10-2 (Applications for modifications of or
amendment) of the Milpitas Zoning Ordinance.

The applicant proposes to construct a 60-foot tall artificial tree pole to conceal a total of six (6)
telecommunication antennas adjacent to an existing trash/recycling enclosure next to the Coyote
Creek Trail. The artificial tree pole would be designed as a pine tree and located at the southwest
portion of the parcel, in an existing landscaped area among mature evergreen trees. Associated
ground mounted equipment would be located in an approximately 200 square foot lease area of
the existing 544 square foot recycling/trash enclosure. No air conditioning units, other noise
generating equipment, ot reduction in parking spaces are proposed with this application.

Conformance with the General Plan

The proposed project complies with the City’s General Plan in terms of Policy 2.a-1-7, which
provides for facilitating local business communication. The proposed project provides a service
that supports surrounding businesses, which can assist in expanding employment, facilitating
communications and promoting business retention. In addition to supporting local businesses,
the telecommunications facility also supports Milpitas residents and community.
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Conformance with the Zoning Ordinance

The project complies with the City’s Zoning Ordinance, which allows for telecommunications
facilities as conditional uses in all zoning districts. In addition, the artificial pine tree pole

complies with the development standards for the Light Industrial “M1” District, as described
below:

“M1” Development Standards Proposed Project Complies?
Building height: No limitation Overall tree pole height is 63’ Yes with PC
provided Planning Commission approval approval
for structures greater than 35 feet
Front yard setback: None required. N/A Yes
Side and rear yards: None required Side yard: 15 feet; Rear yard; 30 feet, Yes
Areas for collecting/loading recyclable | Trash/recycling enclosure is located near the tree pole. Yes
materials

Existing Artificial Tree Pole in Palo Alto (by same manufacturer)
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The proposed artificial telecommunication tree pole would be approximately 63 feet in height
and designed as a pine tree. The tree pole would be located adjacent to an existing 62-foot tall
eucalyptus tree, therefore the height of the artificial pine tree would not significantly exceed the
height of the existing tree canopy. In addition, the artificial pine tree would be located away
from the existing R&D building, therefore would not be detrimental to the light, air or privacy of
any other structures located on the project site.

Conformance with the “S” Zone Combining District

The project complies with the “S: Zone Combining District in that the proposed artificial
telecommunication tree pole is attractive and harmonious with the existing landscaping., The
new artificial tree would be designed as a pine tree and the material and colors would blend in
with existing landscaping. In addition, the proposed 63-foot tree pole would be located next to
an existing 62 foot tall eucalyptus tree and not significantly exceed the existing tree canopy
height.

ISSUES
Structure Aljchitecture

The architecture of the artificial tree pole is proposed to complement that of the existing

landscape area of the parking lot and Coyote Creek Trail. The proposed artificial iree would be

designed as a pine tree and constructed of steel trunk and branches, as well as fiberglass

“foliage™. The trunk surface would be molded and colored to resemble brown tree bark and the
“needle clusters” would resemble those of a pine tree.

The applicant submitted a material/color board sample to staff for clarification of the proposed
materials and colors for this application. Staff had concerns regarding the bright, Christmas-
green coloring of the proposed “foliage” blending in with the existing blue-green foliage of the
adjacent eucalyptus tree. According to the applicant, the color of the proposed “foliage” will not
fade significantly over time, leaving the artificial tree “foliage™ color a significant variation than
the existing trees. Therefore, stajj‘ recommends the applicant provide the Planning Division with
a color sample of the proposed pine needle “foliage” for staff review to ensure the “foliage” color
will blend in with the existing project site landscaping.

Landscaping

Existing tree landscaping on the project site consists of eucalyptus and sycamore trees. The
proposed artificial pine tree would be located at the rear of the parking Iot in an existing
landscaped area next to the Coyote Creek Trail, nestled against an existing, mature eucalyptus
tree. The project will require removal of an existing 15-inch (circumference), non-protected
eucalyptus tree at the proposed tree pole location, Staffhad concerns regarding the placement of
an artificial tree designed as a pine tree due to the lack of other pine trees in the area. However,
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the proposed tree pole would be located next to a mature 62 foot tall eucalyptus tree, which is
evergreen, and will provide year round foliage for the artificial pine tree pole to better blend in
with the existing landscaping.

Trash/Recycling Enclosure

The applicant is proposing to house ground mounted equipment in an approximately 200 square
foot lease area in the existing 544 square foot trash/recycling enclosure. Staff had concerns
regarding partial conversion of an existing trash/recycling enclosure for housing ground mounted
telecommunication equipment. BFI review of the proposed project determined there is ample
remaining space available to meet the trash/recycling needs of future tenants. However there
were concerns regarding the possibility of the rolling trash/recycling bins damaging the proposed
equipment. As a condition of approval, staff recommends a protection barrier be installed
between the proposed equipment area and open trash enclosure area.

Community Impact

The project is not anticipated to create any adverse impacts to surrounding land uses, in terms of
traffic, parking, noise, odors or radio frequency emissions. Antenna sites are unmanned, and
once installed, only require maintenance and repairs as needed, therefore no impacts on traffic or
parking are anticipated. In addition, the antennas do not generate any noise and the associated
equipment to be located within the existing trash/recycling enclosure is not anticipated to create
any noise impacts. Also, no odors are associated with this type of telecommunications facility.

In terms of radio frequency emissions, the Federal law preserves the City’s authority to regulate
the placement, construction, and modification of personal wireless service facilities (47 U.S.C.
332((c)(7)(A).) However, federal law does impose a limitation on this authority in the area of
radio frequency (RF) emissions. The City is prohibited by federal law from regulating the
placement, construction, and modification of personal wireless service facilities on the basis of
the environmental effects of RF emissions to the extent the facilities comply with the Federal
Communications Commission’s (FCC) regulations concerning such emissions. (47 U.S.C.
332(c)(7)(B)(iv).

The FCC has established guidelines that place limits on human exposure to RF fields generated
by personal wireless service facilities. These guidelines have been endorsed by the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency and the Food and Drug Administration. The FCC requires all
personal wireless facilities to comply with these guidelines.

The City, however, may still verify that applicants are in compliance with the FCC’s guidelines.
Therefore, the City requires applicants applying for use approval for any telecommunications
device to submit a power density report. This report is reviewed by the City’s
Telecommunications Advisory Commission to ensure compliance with the FCC’s guidelines. To
the extent that an applicant’s facilities, as proposed, are not in compliance with the FCC’s
guidelines, the City may require the applicant to make appropriate modifications to the facilities
to ensure compliance.
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Telecommunications Commission Review

The City’s Telecommunications Commission reviewed this antenna project on May 24, 2004,
and concluded that the applicants are in compliance with the FCC guidelines. The Commission
did, however, recommend the posting of signage at the building’s fire control point (fire
alarm/utilities shut-off). The Commission’s intent is that the signage explain the existence of
hidden antennas on this building, so that in the event of an emergency to which the Fire
Department responds, Fire personnel will be aware of the antenna site. The intent was also to
provide a means by which the Fire Department could obtain a shutdown of the antenna sites in
the event of a building emergency. Staff recommends Condition of Approval No. 3 to address
this issue.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

An Initial Study and Draft Negative Declaration were prepared for the project. The commenting
period began on July 8, 2004 and will close on July 28, 2004. As of this time, staff has not
received any comments in regards to the proposed artificial tree pole antenna facility. Should any
comments arise between the final draft of this report and the Planning Commission hearing, staff
will present all comments at that time. The proposed artificial tree pole antenna facility had the
following impact that was considered to be less than significant:

There would be a less than significant impact in regards to aesthetics as a result of the proposed
artificial tree pole antenna facility, as there could be a potential for the project to substantially
degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings. However, the
proposed telecommunication tree pole is designed as a pine tree and located adjacent to mature,
evergreen trees within an existing landscape area and will blend in with existing vegetation and
not be visually obtrusive from surrounding viewpoints, In addition, the Milpitas General Plan
designates the Coyote Creek Trail as a Scenic Resource due to visually significant vegetation
along the creek corridor, however the Trail is not designated as a scenic vista. Therefore, the
proposed project would have a less than significant impact on aesthetics and not have an adverse
impact on existing “visually significant” vegetation or a scenic vista.

RECOMMENDATION

Close the Public Hearing. Approve Use Permit No. UP2004-8 and “S” Zone Approval
Amendment SA2004-28 and adopt the related Negative Declaration (Environmental Impact
Assessment No. EA2004-6) subject to the Findings and Special Conditions listed below.

FINDINGS

1. The proposed project complies with the City’s General Plan in terms of Policy 2.a-I-7. The
proposed project provides a service that supports surrounding businesses, which can assist in
expanding employment, facilitating communications and promoting business retention. In
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addition to supporting local businesses, the telecommunications facility also supports
Milpitas residents and community.

2. The proposed project, as conditioned, complies with the City’s Zoning Ordinance, which
allows for telecommunications facilities as conditional uses in all zoning districts, will not be
detrimental to the light, air or privacy of any other structure or use currently existing or
anticipated, and is consistent with the Light Industrial “M1” District development standards.

3. The project complies with the “S” Zone Combining District in that the artificial tree pole
designed as a pine tree is attractive and harmonious with the surrounding landscape in terms
of design, material colors and height, therefore no adverse visual impacts would result from
the proposed project.

4, The project is not anticipated to create any adverse impacts to surrounding land uses, in terms
of traffic, parking, noise, odors or radio frequency emissions, since the antenna sites are
unmanned, do not generate any noise, and associated equipment would be located within the
existing trash/recycling enclosure, and no odors are associated with this type of
telecommunications facility.

5. The project, as reviewed in the proposed Negative Declaration, will not create any significant
environmental impacts as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS

1. This approval is for Use Permit No. UP2004-8 for the installation of six (6)
telecommunication antennas and associated ground mounted equipment at 1525 McCarthy
Boulevard, as shown on the approved plans dated July 28, 2004, Any modifications to the
Use Permit or conditions of approval require Planning Commission approval. (P)

2. The “S” Zone approval-amendment No. SA2004-28 is for an approximately 60-foot tall
artificial telecommunications tree pole on the southwest side of the parcel, as depicted on the
approved plans dated July 28, 2004. Minor changes to the “S” Zone approval-amendment, as
described in Section 42.10-2 of the Zoning Ordinance, may be reviewed by Planning Staff or
Planning Commission Subcommittee. (P)

3. Prior to building permit issuance, the project and plans shall conform with the following Fire
Department and FCC requirements (P, F):

a) The tower access locations and near antennas shall be labeled for the hazard with a
sign approved for location and content by the Fire Department.

b) Each antennae shall be identified to denote its function, i.e., transmitter or receiver
antennae. Shut down of transmitter antennas shall be provided. Contact the Fire
Department for specifics on the requirements for shutdown. An indicator light shall
be incorporated in the shutdown system. Shutdown procedures shall be reviewed and
approved by the Fire Department.
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c) With the issuance of a permit for installation, an inspection shall be performed by the
Fire Department to verify labeling, signage and transmission shutdown. Inspection
fees shall apply.

4. This use shall be conducted in compliance with all appropriate federal, state and local laws
and regulations and in conformance with the approved plans. (P)

5. Prior to issuance of building permits, the applicant shall provide the Planning Division with a
color sample of proposed pine needle “foliage” for review. (P)

6. Tf at the time of application for building permit there is a project job account balance due to
the City for recovery of fees, review of permits will not be initiated until the balance is paid
in full. (P)

7. Prior to any permit issuance, the developer shall submit plan to Santa Clara Valley Water
district for review and approval of this project. Provide a copy of this approval to the City of
Milpitas Engineering Division. (E)

8. Prior to building permit issuance, plans shall reflect a protection barrier between the proposed
equipment area and the existing open trash enclosure area to protect the equipment from the
rolling bins. (E)

Planning Division = {P)

Engineering Department = (E)

Fire Department = (F)
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Cingular Wireless Site SF 933

1525 McCarthy Boulevard

Project Description

Cingular Wireless proposes to develop a wireless phone antenna site at a light industrial
property. The antennas would be concealed in a 60-foot tall, artificial redwood iree pole located
at the rear of the parcel. Four equipment cabinets would be located next to the tree pole, within
an existing trash enclosure.

Project History and Alternate Sites Reviewed

Due to the low height (two-stories) of buildings in this area, there are limited opportunities for
antenna placement on an existing structure. Cingular originally intended to develop a site at the
building next door, at 1501 McCarthy Boulevard. Antennas were proposed 10 be located on the
rooftop. After discussions with Milpitas Planning Staff, Cingular was directed 1o pursue an
alternate design, and the tree pole concept was developed. The property owner supported the
design, but the building tenant objected to the location of the pole. Ultimately, the property
owner decided not to pursue the project with Cingular at this location, but was amenable 1o
moving the project to the subject site, under the same ownership, at 1525 McCarthy Boulevard

Property Contact for 1501 and 1525 McCarthy Boulevard: Aaron Levinson (415) 384-0339

RECEIVED

APR 1 2 2004

CITY OF MILPITAS
PLANNING DIVISION
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GENERAL NOTES

DRAWNGS ARE NOT 10 8E SCALED. WRITIEN DIMENSIONS TAKE PRECEDENCE THis SET OF PLANS IS
INTENDED 10 BE USED FoR DIAGRAMMATIC PURPOSES ONLY UNLESS NOTED OTHERWSE
CONTRACTOR'S SCI WORK SHALL INCLUDE FURNISHING ALL MATERIALS, ECUIPMENT, LABOR AND
VTG Brde ‘BEED NECESSARY 0 COMPLETE NSTALLATIONS A3 DESCRIBED HEREIN

ALL WORK PERFORMED AND MATERIALS INSTALLED SHALL 8E IN STRICT ACCORDANCE WITH ALL APPucAEM
CODES, REGULATIONS AND ORDINANCES CONTRACTOR SHA NOTICES

LAWS, ORDINANCES, RULES RECULATIONS AND LAWELL ORDERS OF ANY PUBLIC pricAtesis Rsmmmc ™HE
PERFORMANCE & THE WORK MECH AND ELECTRCAL SYSTEMS SHall BF INSTALLD

ACCORDANCE WITH AL PLICABLE, MUNGAL AMD UTLITF COMPANY SPECICATIONS AND Locas Ao
STATE JURISDIC“DNAL CODES, ORDINANCES AND APPLICABLE REGULATIONS. THE FOLLOWING CODES ARE

A58 UNIFORM BULDING CODE
1997 UNFORM MEGHANICAL CODE
7 PLUM

N
2001 CALIFORNIA CODES

THE ENGINGER HAS MAOE EVERY EFFORT TO DETAIL THE COMPLETE SCOPE OF WORK IN THE CONSTRUCTION
TRACT DOCUMENTS. \CTORS ARE NEVERTHELESS CAUTIONED THAT MIHOR OMISSIONS OR
£RRoR I THE DRAWNGS EX SPECIFICATIUNS SHALL NoT EXCUSE SAID CONTRACTOR FROM COMFLETING
E IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE INTENT OF THE DoCUMEN
CNTRACIOR SIML"BEAR T RESPONGBILTY OF NOTIFYNG THE €R IN WRITING OF ANY CONFLICTS,
ERRORS OR OMISSIONS PRIOR TO THE CONTRACTOR'S PROPOSAL N TH EVENT OF DISCREPANCES THE
CONTRACTOR SHALL PRICE THE MORE EXPENSIVE OR EXTENSIVE WORK, UNLESS DIRECTED OTHERWISE.

AL DRAWINGS ARE INTERRELATED. IN PERFORMANCE OF THE WORK, THE CONTRACTOR MUST REFER TO ALL
HAWINCS. AL COORDRIATION 15 THE RESPONSEILTY GF THE CONRACTOR

DETALS NCLUDED HEREN ARE NTENDED 70 SHOW THE END RESULT OF DESIGN MINOR MODIFICATIONS
MAY BE_REQURED TO SUIT J0B CONDITIONS GR SITUATIONS AND SUCH MODIFICATIONS SHALL BE INCLUDED
AS PART OF THE SCOPE OF WORK

THE_CONTRACTOR INVOL E JOB SITE AND FAMILIARIZE HIMSELF WITH ALL CONDITIONS
NG THE FROPOSED, PROLCT. WITH THE CONSTRUCTION AND CONTRACT DOCLMENTS, AND CONFIRM
THAT THE PROJECT MAY BE ACCOMPLISHED AS SHOWN FRIOR TO PROCEEDING ¥ITH CONSTRUCTION. ANY
ERRORS, OMISSIONS 0% DISCREPANCIES ARE TO BE BROUGHT TO TRE ATTENTION OF THE CONSIRUCTION

VERIY AL MEASUREMENTS AT THE SITE BEFORE ORDERING ANY MATERIALS OR DOWG ANY WORK O
EXTRA CHARGE OR COMPENSATION SHALL BE ALLOWED DUE TO DIFFERENCES BETWEEN ACTUAL DIMENSIONS
AND DIMENSIONS INDICATED ON THE CONSTRUCTION DRAWNGS ~ SUBMIT ANY DISCREPANGY ¥ DIENSIONS
TO THE CONSTRUCTION MANAGER FOR CONSIDERATION BEFORE PROCEEDING WITH WORK IN

AREA

NO PLEA OF IONORANCE OF CONDITIONS THAT £XIST OR OF THE DIFFICULTIES OR CONDITIONS THAT MAY
BE ENCOUNTERED Of ANY OTHER RELEVANT MATIER CONCERNING THE WORK. 10 BF PERTORMED N THE
CUTION OF THE ACCEPTED AS AN EXQUSE FOR ThuRe 08 o
HE CONTRACTGR 10 TR EVERY DETAIL OF THE REQUIREMENTS GOVERNING THE b

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL RECEIVE WRITIEN AUTHORIZATION TO PROCEED WITH CONSTRUCTION PRIGR TO
STARTING WORK ON ANY ITEM THAT IS NOT CLEARLY DEFINED BY THE CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL SUPERVISE AND DIRECT THE PROJECT DESCRIBED HEREIN. THE CONTRACTOR
v RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL CONSTRUCTION MEANS. METHODS. TECHNIOUES, s:wEucEs anp

PROCEDURES, SUBJECT T0 RPROVAL GF TME GONSTRUCTION NANAGER AND FOR COORDINATNG

PORTIONS OF THE WORK UNDER THE CONTRAC'

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL FAMILIARIZE HIMSELF WITH AND INSTALL ALL EQUIPMENT AND MATERIALS
ACCORDING 7O THE MANUFACIURER'S SPECIFICATIONS UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE OR WHERE LOCAL CODES
AND ORDINANCES TAKE PRECEDENCE.

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE AT THE PROJKECT SITE A FULL SET OF CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS
D WITH THE LATEST REVISIONS AND ADDENDUW OR CLARFICATION AND THE BUILDING PERMIT FOR
DR Br AL PERSONMEL INVOLVED WIT THE PROLEC,

PROVIDE A PORTABLE FIRE EXTINGUISHER WATH A RATING OF NOT LESS THAN 24 108C WITHIN 75 FEET
TRAVEL DISTANCE TO ALL PORTIONS OF THE PROJECT AREA DURING CONSTRUCTION

THE EXISTING STRUCTURAL COMPONENTS OF THIS PROJECT SITE ARE NOT TO BE ALTERED BY THIS
CONSTRUCTION PROJECT UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL MAKE NECESSARY PROVISIONS, T0 PROTECT EXISTING IMPROVEMENTS, FASEMENTS.
PAVING, CURBING, ETC., DURING CONSTRUCTION. UPON C CONTRACTOR SHALL REPAR
ANY DAMAGE THAT MAY HAVE CCCURRED DUE TO CONSTRUCTION N O ABDUT TE PROSERTY

CONTRACTOR SHALL KEEP THE GENERAL AREA CLEAN AND HAZARD FREE DURING CONSTRUCTION AND
DISPOSE OF ALL DIRT, DEGRIS AND RUBEISH AND REMOVE EQUIPMENT NOT SPECIFIED AS REMAINING ON

PROPERTY PREMISES SHALL BE LEFT IN A CLEAN CONDITION AND FREE FROM DUST. PAINT SPOTS OR
suunats OF ANY NATURE.

AL VISIBLE ELEMENTS

SHALL BE PANTED TO MATCH AND BLEND IN WITH THE EXISTNG SURROUNDING
ELEMENTS OR IN ACCORDANCE WITH REQUREMENTS

OF OWNER OR REGULATORY AGENCIES.

McCARTHY
SF-933-04
X cingular

WIRELESS

lar-

WIRELESS

4420 Rosewood Dr. Bldg. 2, 3rd Floor

=
Pleasanton, CA 84588
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PROPERTY DESCRIPTION

ADDRESS: 1525 McCARTHY BLVD.
MILPITAS, CA 85035

APN: 086-03-079

LOCATION MAP
NTS
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CITY OF MILPITAS

PROJECT CONTACTS

APPLICANT

CINGULAR WIRELESS

4420 ROSEWOOD DR BUILDING #2, 3RD FLOOR
PLEASANTON, CA 94588

CONTACT.  DIANE SLATTERY (925} 227-4254

PROPERTY OWNER

LIMAR REALTY CORPORATION

C/0 COMMUNICATION LEASING SERVICES

391 MILLER AVE, #106

MILL VALLEY, CA 94841

CONTACT:  AARON LEVINSON (415) 384-0333

CONSTRUCTION MANAGER

CINGULAR WIRELESS

4420 ROSEWOOD DR BUILDING #2, 3RD FLOOR
PLEASANTON, CA 94588

CONTACT:  JAY THOMAS (925) 413—8448

ENGINEERS

CRDC

1625 JULIAN DRIVE

EL CERRITO, CA 94530

CONTACT: ART CHEN {510) 2349088

SITE ACQUISITION

SBA CONSULTING SERVICES, INC

4420 ROSEWOOD DRIVE, BUILDING #2, 3RD. FLOOR.
PLEASANTON, CA 94588

CONTACT:  BRIAN LEEGWATER (510) 388-0342

PLANNERS

RUTH + GOING

2216 THE ALAMEDA

SANTA CLARA, CA 95050

CONTACT: LEAH HERNIKL (408) 238-2400

SURVEYORS

DAVID EVANS AND ASSOCIATES. INC.

5000 EXECUTIVE PARKWAY, SUITE 125

SAN RAMON, CA 94583

CONTACT:  KEVIN MCGUIRE (925) B67-3380

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

THIS PROJECT IS TO INSTALL AND OPERATE A LOCAL PERSONAL
COMMUNICATIONS SYSTEM (PCS) SITE WHICH TRANSMITS AND
RECEIVES RADIO SIGNALS AS PART OF A RECIONAL PCS NETWORK
FOR CINGULAR WIRELESS THE BASIC COMPONENTS OF THIS SYSTEM

THREE PAIRS OFANTENNAS, FACH 51" TALL x 13° WIDE x 3" DEEP
AND WEIGHING 20 LBS, MOUNTED ON A FIBERGLAS TREE POLE
LOCATED AT THE SOUTH CORNER OF THE PROPERTY.

FOUR EASE TRANSCE!VER STATIONS (BTS), EACH 5'—10" TALL x
4'=3" DEEP AND WEIGHING 1708 LBS, LOCATED NEAR
THE BASE OF THE TREE POLE WITHIN AN EXISTING TRASH
ENCLOSURE.

ENGINEERS
1625 Julian Drive, El Cerrlto, CA 945

phone: 510.234.9088 fax 510.234.6188

ELECTRICAL AND TELEPHONE PANELS IN THE BIS AREA.

DATE: 09/15/05

ENVIRONMENTAL. INFORMATION: DRAWNBY: TC
EACH BTS WILL HAVE A MAXIMUM OF FOUR BATTEREES WITH 3.3
QUARTS OF ACID IN EACH BATTERY. FILENO:  SF-935-04
REVISIONS
DATE i 4
09/20/ BO% ZONING ISSUE Ic

INDEX
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City of Milpitas
Flanning Pivialon
458 B, Calaveras Sivd,
Milpitas, GA 98035
. {408) BRB-3Z79

Questionnaire for Telocommunieation Facility Providers

All epplicants requesting o install talscommunications facillies within the Clty of Milpitas must complets this
questionneire us part of their use permit appieation submitel,

Applicant Name: 6 INGRY b AR \WILE 8% o fo  |[EAY HE BN |kl
Applicant Address: Tl TH ARLY sr® o, LHG‘/? Pl T A AME DA
Applicart Phone: (4993 P~ 2o w7 BANTE bt h GEOEE

et

Appllcant Fax and e-mai! address: (4‘@‘&3‘) 2B k] | v
b B R el (@ R UTHAND & TR ST

Frovide e brief descrintion of project (Telesnmmunications Faclly), [ WS T Arledw w0 IR LENRS  pley 5

ANTE MM A4S AT & W2 G OF oo EEET  souemd s G
G AR B L e AP BB L BN CAE YD (N

Location of Project | B ZEF M # e A 4

1. Please indicats befow the fraquency range you pian fo use?

e

] VIHF Low-Band (30-50 Mhz or 7275 M)

i VHF Migh-Band (138-174 Mhz ar 220-202 Mhz) :

W UMF or T-Egnd (406-420 Mhz ar 450-470 Mhz or 47D-510 hz)

13 600 ar 200 Mhz Band (B00-080 except 800 Mhz Spread Soechum)

[ 800 Mhz Spraad Spentrum (802-828 Mhe)

Othar than speeifisd above (Stale frequenay bund in Mhz), Describa: {5 - lﬁ"fa’.‘ﬁ’ M bz

& Please indisate below the channel/system propased for uze?
= A glng'a chanmel
pis Multiple channe : o -
“t A fraquensy aglle system
i A pread spaotrurm system
o Othar than spacified above. Desaribe:
3. Mlease ndicate balow the frequency range you pan o uss?
ol Narrow band (x5 Khz or less deviation)

;@C Broad hand (graster than 5 Khz deviation)
1 Spread Speotrum
(] Cther than spacifind above. Describe:

83178 |



iYL 1E L ZEEG e BRI LT &0 GOTHG T RO

S [ P
4, What will be the rifactive radisted power (ERP) be when all channels at your proposed sie se radinting?
e E.TH Wil the sits be in compliance with current ANSI radiation health

stancards? Y e
B, Vet norizantsl radiation pattarn fu wannad for this project?

i Omnidiracticns _

Segtorad

I Diractonal (provide hall powsr bram widtn)

8. What will the-verticsl redistion angle (half power baarn wigthy be for your proposed antennn(s)?
VERT e BEMA WU ¢ PBERERS

7. How high sbave the .cxr*“sl wrran (2.9, Blrsunding skuctures) will tnf GEfter ol mduatlun of your propased

antarna(s) hat W#ﬁ N PRt [ ABNAR e

B e E (Ll § Iy

B HDW c*irmm m your ;zmpmwi prejeet is the nearest roadway feqt/miles and, I elevated,
whiat is the roadway's height above the Imr;altumtr‘n’? -»;_fm____lmw v
a. Meow close o your pmpmsed projact s the nezx:-aresf-rregulmrly pemgoiad Buiiding end how high # he top
floor above losal teeraln? o, gl ’_ﬂ_ﬂ_m .
16, Whatls the distancs (o the nearsst evisling radic comenunicafions ﬁrlwadm”"nrcnna(” If iess than V%
ralle 'ﬂ” faedrmion, Answer quastion 1'fed such exisling antenmials) and losnbfy
R apapeiior s 7 -
ownarfoparato, T KNowny 'W: I i o ath) o Lo w u.fﬂg“
1, What s the statuz of yhur FOC loanse arant? B D 23, &-W . y
(Inzinde & "eopy of th ]Lum g8 with submitted of this auestionnaire )

‘\“ﬁ.
l“""“m_\_“m“‘
NETH: The below fisted tems are requiritlty-thewpplicant ag part of this ~-ubmitmi
@) Provider's bulid-nut mag® shawing 2l siies anlicipa.ed within Mittas (mu f*ur-@iiw
M. 2)

ks Fhote all’ﬂUhLiOHEi“ of &) mnna(h) as viewed frar gt lugst thres surrounding view
rolnte, Ghow worst case” vamage pointa,

&) List eof wil sltan that ware nvestigated = for o perticular searoh dny and the reusong
wihy They wars tizeardsd. ncikids namas mc% photiz nu mbmm of persons contai, ]
ragarding potential slfes. TN BN s yardmuind AR,
feet B ] "
a Copy of anplizants Power Danally Study® (see fem na, 4). N OLHE  BRod CCASY AL

RECENE 4HTER 45,
APPELRANMARERS 0,5 LG

AT AN By cemTEmRuSORE

L

20 soples (Telacontmunioztion Cammisaion) P AR i),

‘ K-

28 copies (Telesomimynization Sommiaaton & Planning Commiesons & (aee » e 3{;1 -
- d ~

[ Back of
| Telecommunication Quesiionnaire
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PAGE 4

CILE No. 737 08/01 95 17:00 1D:PBITS : 510 227 3195
- wr v, add [ULJLAM raLv TAL FZD EEG - . Ho. 418! P. 4/5
unlted States of America .
Federa) Communications Commiszion *

RADIO STATION AUTHORIZATION

Commercial Mobile Radic Services
Perzonal Communicationy Service - Broadband

PACIFIC TELESIS MOBILE SERVICES Call Sign: KNLF209
4420 Rosawood Drive Market: Moo4

Bidg. 2, 4th Fleor BAN FRANGIAGO-OAXLAND-8AN JOSE
Pleasanton, CA 94588
Channe Block: B

Fils Number:  00006-CW.L-8%

O e T TP P Ty L L P I L

Tha licensea hereaf is authorized, for the parfod indicated, to construct and operats radio tranmmitting facilities in -
accordance with the terma and conditions hervinattar described. This amhorization in yubject ta the provisions of
thc Communications Act of 1934, an amended, subsequent Acts of Congress, intsrnaticus! reatied and agresmemis

to which the United States lo 3 slgnatary, and all pertinent cules and rognlations of the Federa! Communications
Commission, contained in the Title 47 of the U.S. Codo af Fadaral Rogulationa,

Initia Grant Dats . . . . . ... ... e June 23, 1985

FiveyearBuildQutDate . . . . . . . .. ... o June 23, 2000

ExpirationDate. . . . . . .. ... . oo Juna 23, 2006
CONDITIONS :

Pursiaut to Section 309(h) of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, (47 U.S.C. § 309(k)), this licenso

is subject to the following conditions: This license does not vest in ths licanses any right to operats a station nor
any right in the use of frequenciss beyond the term thereaf noy in any other manner than suthorized harsin. Neither
this licznse nor the right pranted tharsunder shall bs assignad or otherwise tranafcrred In violation of the
Communications Act of 1934, 83 amended (47 U.8.C. § 151, staeq), This licensa I3 suhjoct in termu to the

right of use or control copferred by Section 706 of the Communications Act of 1934, ay amended
{47 U.S.C. § 606). )

Conditions continued on Page 2,

WAIVERS *
No waivers associated with this authorizarion.

Issus Date; June 23, 1995
FCC Form 461a Popa L of 2



PAGE 5
7 3185
EILE No. 737 08-01 '96 17:C0 ID:PBIMS 510 22

i evew  suwsvenm  FAU 1BL NED HEG . No. 4§81 D /%
KNLF209 PACIFIC TELESIS MOBILE SERVICES 00008-CW-L-95

CONDITIONS:

msummnummmmmummmmmmmmuummmdu
us granfed herein are antharized (n an adjacent forelgn werritory (Canads/Unltzd States), foture
mmmumuwhumhnmmnhnmmwmvwsmwmm
swurmmmmmmmmmmwmm

snd 1o eaaure continoance of oqual accoa to the frequancies by both countriss.

This autherization is subject to the condition that tha ramaining halance of tha winning bid ameunt will
be paid in accordancy with Pt | of the Commigsion's mulas, 47 CFR Part ).

Issue Data: Juna 23, 195§
FCC Form 463a Page2of2



e Diamond Services
—_—— 3860 Industrial Way
Z=——e—r—" PBenicia, Ca 94510
==———  Ph: (707) 751-5900
—_— Fax: (707) 751-5901

RADIO FREQUENCY ANALYSIS
PROPOSED PERSONAL COMMUNICATION SYSTEM
BASE STATION
CINGULAR WIRELESS SITE NO. SF 933-04
“McCARTHY”

1525 McCARTHY BOULEVARD,
MILPITAS, CALIFORNIA

By: Diamond Services
Date 12/04/2003
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Report Summary

Based upon information provided by Cingular Wireless and the design engineer, and using the
calculated method for determining RF field strength, it is the engineer’s opinion that the PCS
base station which will be located at 1525 McCarthy Boulevard, Milpitas, California, will
comply with the FCC's current prevailing standard for limiting human exposure to RF energy.

Due to the mounting method utilized, the general public would not normally be able lo approach
the antennas. Therefore, no significant impact on the general population is expected. The
calculated electromagnetic field strength level in publicly accessible areas is less than the
existing standard allows for exposure of unlimited duration. Additionally, due to the mounting
meihod used, no signilicant impact on the environment 1s expected.

For personnel who maintain or work near the antennas, a training program in exposure {o RF
fields is recommended, since any access closer than 7 feet to the face of a Cingular PCS antenna
could expose personnel to RF field levels greater than the occupational limits, and such access
should be prohibited. At this site, public access (o the face of an antenna would be difficult due
to the mounting method ulilized. Maintenance personnel should be instructed to contact
Cingular Wireless prior to working in front of an antenna.

RF warning signs should be posted at the base of the treepole.

Background

Diamond Services’ has been retained by Cingular Wireless to conduct a Radio Frequency (RF)
electromagnetic analysis for a Personal Communication System (PCS) base station to be located
at 1525 McCarthy Boulevard, Milpitas, California. This analysis consists of a review of the
proposed site conditions, calculation of the estimated RF field strength ol the PCS base station,
and the provision of a comparison of the estimated field strength with the Federal
Communication Commission (FCC) recommended guidelines for human exposure to RF
electromagnetic fields.

1 GI Group Incotpoiited d.b.a, Diamond Seivices

Cingular Site No. SF 933-04 Page 2 of 7



Diamond Services

Site Description

Based upon information provided by Cingular Wircless and the drawings provided by the design
engineer, six proposed PCS panel antennas will be installed on a new treepole. The antennas
will be mounted 50’ 9” (to bottom of antennas) above ground level. The aniennas will be
oriented such that the main lobes are oriented toward the horizon. Normal public access to the
front of the antennas is not expected due to the mounting location and method utilized.
Occupational access (o areas near the {ront of the antennas is not normally expected.

RF Field Strength Calculation Methodology

A generally accepted method is used to calculalc the expected RF field strength. The method

uses the FCC’s recommended equation, 2 which predicts field strength on a worst-case basis by
doubling the predicted field strength. The following equation is vsed to predict maximum RF

field strength:

(2 ) PG _ PG EIRP
anR? AR’ R

Equation 1 S=

Where:

S = power density

P = power input {o the antenna

G = power gain of the antcnna in the dircction of inferest relative to an isotropic radiator
R = distance to the center of radiation of the antenna

Using a maximum effective radialed power of 400 watts, and a down tilt of 5°, the max1mum
calculated field strength for this site at 6’-6" above ground level is 0.0024 mW/cm”, Using this
result, the maximum calculated field strength at ground level is .24% of the applicable limit for
general public uncontrolled exposure.

Calculations were performed for the main antenna lobe, the -3dB point, and the [irst and second
lower lobes,

See Table 1 for the FCC’s guidelines on Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE). Note thal the
RF range refercnced for this analysis is the range of 1500 — 100,000 Mhz shown in Table 1,
which is included in Appendix A.

2 Reference Federal Communication Commission Office of Engineering Technology Bulletin 65

Cingular Site No, SF 933-04 ‘ Page 3 of 7



Diamond Services

Exposure Environments

The FCC guidelines incorporale iwo separate tiers of exposure limits that are dependent
on the situation in which the exposure takes place and/or the status of the individuals who are
subject to exposure. The decision as to which tier applies in a given situation should be based on
the application of the following definitions,

Occupational/controlled exposure limits apply lo situations in which persons are exposed
as a consequence of their employment and in which those persons who are exposed have been
made fully aware of the potential for exposure and can exercise control over their exposure.
Occupational/controlled exposure limits also apply where exposure is of a (ransient nature as a
result of incidental passage through a location where exposure levels may be above general
population/uncontrolled limits (sce below), as long as the exposed person has been made fully
aware of the potential for exposure and can exercise control over his or her exposure by leaving
the area or by some other appropriate means.

General population/uncontrolled cxposure limits apply o situations in which the general
public may be exposed or in which persons who are exposed as a consequence of their
employment may not be made Tully aware of the potential for exposure or cannot exercise
control over their exposure. Therefore, members of the general public always fall under this
category when exposure is nol employment-related.

For purposes of applying these definitions, awareness of the potential [or RF exposure in
a workplace or similar environment can be provided through specific training as part of a RF
salety progtam. Warning signs and labels can also be used o establish such awareness as long
as they provide information, in a prominent manner, on risk of polential exposure and
instructions on methods (o minimize such exposure risk, For example, a sign warning of RF
exposure risk and indicating that individuals should not remain in the area for more than a certain
period of time could be acceptable.

Another important point to remember concerning the FCC's exposure guidelines is that
they constitute exposure limits (notl emission limits), and they arc relevant only (o locations that
are accessible to workers or members of the public. Such access can be restricted or controlled
by appropriate means such as the use of fences, warning signs, etc., as noted above. For the case
of occupational/controlled exposure, procedurcs can be instituted for working in the vicinity of
RF sources that will prevent exposures in excess of the guidelines. An example of such
procedures would be restricting the time an individual could be near an RF source or requiring
that work on or near such sources be performed while the transmitter is turned off or while
power is appropriately reduced.

Cingular Site No. SF933-04 Page 4 of 7



Diamond Services

Qualifications of Reporting Engineer

Mr. Runte has been involved in the measurement of RE emissions since 1979. He has designed
numerous RF systems including both site design and RIF system design. He is a registered
Professional Engineer in the state of California, and all contents of this report are true and correct
to the best of his knowledge.

Signed: Cﬁ%&: /7 7 [~ Date: _! L)

Matthew J. Runte, P.E.
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Professional Engineer Stamp

Cingular Site No. S 933-04 Page 5 of 7



Diamond Services

APPENDIX A

Term Definitions

Exposure Exposure occurs whenever and wherever a person is subjected (o electric, magnetic
or electromagnetic fields other than those originating from physiological processes in the body
and other natural phenomena.

Exposure, partial-body. Partial-body exposure results when RF fields are substantially
nonuniform over the body, Fieids that are nonuniform over volumes comparable to the human
body may occur due to highly directional sources, standing-waves, re-radiating sources or in the
near field.

General population/uncontrolled exposure. For FCC purposes, applies 1o human exposure 1o
RF fields when the general public is exposed or in which persons who are cxposed as a
consequence of their employment may not be made fully aware of the potential for exposure or
cannot exercise control over their exposure. Therefore, members of the general public always
fall under this category when exposure is not employment-related.

Maximum permissible exposure (MPE). The rms and peak electric and magnetic field
strength, their squares, or the plane-wave equivalent power densities associated with these fields
to which a person may be exposed without harmful effect and with an acceptable safcty factor.

Occupational/controlled exposure. For FCC purposes, applies to human exposure to RF fields
when persons are exposed as a consequence of their employment and in which those persons
who are exposced have been made fully aware of the potential for exposure and can exercise
control over their exposure. Occupational/controlled exposure limits also apply where exposure
is of a transient nature as a result of incidental passage through a location where exposure levels
may be above general population/uncontrolied limits (see definition above), as long as the
exposed person has been made fully aware of the potential for exposure and can exercise control
over his or her exposure by leaving the area or by some other appropriate means.

Cingular Site No. SF 933-04 Page 6 of 7



Diamond Services

Table 1. LIMITS FOR MAXIMUM PERMISSIBLE EXPOSURE (MPE)

(A) Limits for Occupational/Controlled Exposure

Frequency Flectric Field ~ Magnetic Field — Power Density  Averaging Time
Range Strength ()  Strength (H})  (S) B, [H* or S
(MHz) (V/m) (A/m) (mW/cm®) (minutes)
0.3-3.0 614 1.63 (100y* 6

3,0-30 1842/ 4.89/f (900/%y* 6

30-300 61.4 0.163 1.0 6
300-1500 — . {1300 6
1500-100,000 — o 5 6

(B) Limits for General Population/Uncontrolled Exposure

Frequency Electric Field ~ Magnelic Ficld  Power Density ~ Averaging Time
Range Swength (E)  Strength (H)  (S) IEP, [Af or S
(MHz) (V/m) (A/m) (mW/cm?) (minutes)
0.3-1.34 614 1.63 (100)* 30

1.34-30 824/f 2.19/f (180/F%y* 30

30-300 27.5 0.073 0.2 30
300-1500 - - /1500 30
1500-100,000 -- - 1.0 30

f = frequency in MHz *Plane-wave equivalent power density

NOTE 1: Occupational/controlled limits apply in situations in which persons arc exposed as a
consequence of their employment provided those persons are fully aware of the potential for
exposure and can exeicise control over their exposure. Limits for occupational/controlled
exposure also apply in situations when an individual is transient through a location where
occupational/controlled limits apply provided he or she is made aware of the potential for
exposure,

NOTE 2: General population/uncontrolled exposures apply in situations in which the general
public may be exposed, or in which persons that arc exposed as a consequence of their
employment may not be fully aware of the potential for exposurc or can not exercise control over
their exposure.

Cingular Site No. SF 933-04 Page 7ol 7
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County of Santa Clara

Office of the County Clerk-Recorder
Business Division '

County Government Center

70 West Hedding Street, E. Wing, 1" Floor
San Jose, California 95110 (408) 299-56G5

ENVIRONMENTAL DECLARATION

For CLERIGRECORDER'S LISE ONLY r

p0sTED N Y - ! ?E%ROUGH JUL 27 2004 IGRSEB
N THE OFFIGE OF THE COUNTY CLERK-RECORDER

BRENDA DAVIS, COUNTY CLERK JUL 't 2004

BY e DEPUTY
v__/{: ¢ § AR, Aﬁl}}l’.gﬁm } RRENDA DAVIS, County Clerk-Recorder
Santa Clara County

- c BY oo Peputy
NAME OF LEAD AGENCY: L fc,(ﬁ? }fig fr?ﬁ/{ﬁiéﬂﬁ?wﬁ;ﬂ T R

- : . e
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2. () NOTICE OF EXEMPTION

3. NOTICE OF DETERMINATION
NEGATIVE DECLARATION PURSUANT TO PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE § 21080(C)

() $4300,00 REQUIRED (§1260.00 STATE FILING FEE AND $50.00 COUNTY CLERK FEE)

() CERTIFICATE OF EXEMETION AND/OR DE MINIMUS IMPACT FINDING STATEMENT
ATTACHED - $50.00 COUNTY GLERK FEE REQUIRED

4. NOTICE OF DETERMINATION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PURSUANT TO PURLIC RESOURCES CODE § 21152

() $200,00 REQUIRED (§850,00 STATE FILING FEE AND $50.00 COUNTY CLERIK FEE)

CERTIFICATE OF EXEMPTION AND/OR DE MINIMUS IMPACT FINDING STATEMENT
ATTACHED - §50.00 COUNTY CLERK FEE REQUIRED
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NOTICE TO BE POSTED FOR ___ X0 DAYS.

THIS FORNM MUST BE COMPLETED AND ATTACHED TO THE FRONT OF ALL ENVIRONMENTAL
DOCUMENTS LISTED ABOVE (INCLUDING COPIES) SUBMITTED FOR FILING,
CHECKS SHOULD BE MADE PAYABLE TO : COUNTY CLERK-RECORDER.

Board of Supervisors: Donald F. Gage, Blanca Alvarado, Pele Mellugh, James T. Beall, Ir,, Liz ¥niss
Acting County Executive: Peter Kutras, Jr.
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 Ciry OF MILPITAS

4535 East Cavaveras Bourkvarp, Miiprtas, CALIFORNIA g5035- 5479 WWW.CI, mllplta‘i ca.goy

NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A
NEGATIVE DECLARATION

CINGULAR WIRELESS ARTIFICIAL TREE POLE
EIA NO. EA2004-0

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a Negative Declaration (a stalement brie(ly
describing the reasons that the proposed project will not have a significant effect on the
environment) has been completed by the City of Milpitas Planning Division for the
installation of an artificial trec pole and telecommunication antennas adjacent to Coyotce
Crcek as described below

Project De&:cnptmn Instalfation of a 60 foot tall dmr cial pme tree pole Wlﬂl 5ix (6)
telecommunication antennas mounted on the treetop in the rear of an existing parking lot
adjacent 1o the Coyole Creek. Associated ground mounted equipment would be located
in an approximalely 195 square foot portion of an existin g irash/recycling enclosure.

Projeet Location: A 4.20 acre site Jocaied at 1525 Mc("drihy Boulevard, within the City
of Milpitas, County of Sania Clara. Assessor’s Parcel Numbers: 086-03-079,

Document Availability: A copy of the Initial Study and Negative Declaration (and all
documents they reference) arc available for review at the Planning Division, 455 Fast
Calaveras Boulevard, Milpitas, CA 93035. You may also obtain a copy of the Initial
Study and Negalive Declaration by calling Kim Duncan (408 586-3283) and requesting
one.

Public Review Timeline: Written public comment on the Initial Study and Negative L
Declaration may be submitied between July 8, 2004 and July 28, 2004 {o the Milpitas

Planning Division, Attention Kim Duncan, 455 East Calaveras Boulevard, Milpitas, CA

95035.

Planning Commission Consideration: It is anticipaled that the Planning Cormission
will consider this Negative Declaration, all written comments received by June 8, 2004,
and the project proposal at its meeting of July 28, 2004 at 7:00 p.m. Any person wishing
lo be heard on this ilem may attend this mecting and address the Commission. The
meeling will be held in the Council Chambers at Milpitas City Hall, 455 East Calaveras
Boulevard, Milpitas, CA.

Questions: 1f you have any questions on (his project please contact Kim Duncan, Project
Planner, City of Milpitas (408) 586-3283,

General Information: 408.586.3000



k Planning Division

ENVIRONMENTAL

IMPACT ASSESSMENT NO: EA2004-6

455 B. Calaveras Blvd., Milpitas, CA 95035

3
et o

A,

(408) 586-3279 J‘/

Prepared by: Kim Duncan July 8, 2004

1. Project title: Cingular Wirgless

dale

Title: Project Planuer

B

Lead Agency Name and Address: City of Milpitas, 455 E_Calaveras Boulevard, Milpitas, CA 88035

3. Contact person and phone number: Kim Duncan, 408/586-3283

4, Project location: 1525

McCarthy Boulevard, Milpitas, CA 95035

~»—-—v—5—.—_—K_Projee—tuspaﬂser%—»name—and—addre&‘:% e T T T T T
Ruth and Going, Incorporated, ¢/o Leah Hernikl 2216 The Alameda, Santa

Clara, CA_ 95050

6.. General plan designation: HS (Highway Services)

8. Descriplion of project:

sheets if necessary.)

installation of an approximately 60

7. Zoning: M1 (Light Industrial)

(Describe the whole action involved, including but not limited to later phases of the
project, and any secondary, suppors, of off-site features necessary for its imptementation. Attach additional

Joat tall artificial tree pole with six (6) telecommunication antennas mounted

on the treetop in the rear of an existing parking

lot adiacent to the Coyote Creek Trail, Associated ground

mounted equipment would be located in an app

roximately 195 square foot portion of an existing trash/recycling

enclosure.

9. Surrounding land uses

and setling: Briefly describe the project’s surroundin

gs:

The project site is located on a 4.20 acre parcel at the southwest cormer of MeCarthy Bouwevard and Sycamore

Drive and developed w

ith_a light industrial building. surrounding development directly north, northeast, east

and southeast of the site is developed as industrial park with tenants siich as LSl Linear Technology and Xicor,

Direclly south of the project site is zaned light industrial and developed with

vacant buildings. The site is bound

on the westerly side by

Cayote Creek Trail and the eastern portion of San J

ose. The project site is desianated

by the Milpitas General

Plan as Highway Services (HS) and zoned Light Industrial (M1}.

10.  Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation

agreement.)
nane

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors ch

that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicate

D Aesthetics

July 8, 2004

eckad below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact

D Agriculture Resources

1

d by the checkiist on the following pages:

D Air Quality

EIA No. EA2004-6



Biological Resources Cultural Resources I:] Geology / Soils

gy (f-j
Hydrotogy / Water Quality D Land Use 7' Planning

Noise D Poputation / Housing

Hazards & Hazardous Materfals
Mineral Resources

Public Services Recreation D Transportation / Traffic

g ERE
L O O O

Utilitles / Service Systems Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the l.ead Agency)

On the basis of this initiaf evaluation:

E{] Hind thal the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the envirenment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

D | find that although the praposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not

-« — - — —be-p-significant-effect-in-this-case-becauserevisions-in-the project-have been made.byoragreed tobythe

project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared,

D I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REFORT is required.

m { find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant

untess mitigated” impact on the environment, bul at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in
an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has heen addressed by mitigation
measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets, An ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT is required, but it riust analyze only the eflects that temain lo be addressed.

D I find that aithough the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all

polentially significant eflects (a) have been analyzed adeguately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to
that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
imposod upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

¥ » s .
Date: 7 / ’f/ 0f  Project Planner; A.£414 %);.,@"4,[3(. L8 et Kim Duncan
Signature Printed Narme

A brief explanation is required {or all answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately supported by the
information sources a lead agency cites In the parentheses following each gquestion. All answers must take account
of the whole action invoived, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as project level, indirect as well as
direct, and construction as well as operational impacts.

July 8, 2004 2 EIA No. EA2004-6
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WOULD THE PROJECT:

IMPACT

Cumulative

Polentially
Significant
impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Incorparated

L.ess Than
Slgnificant
Impact

Na
Impact

Source

AESTHETICS:

Have a substantial adverse efiect on a
scenic vista?

[

1,2,13,
17,18

Substantially damage scenic resources,
inciuding, but not limited {0 trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within
a state scenic highway?

[]

1,2,13,
17,18

c) .

character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?

Substantially degrade the existing visual

T

—

12,13,
VAL

d)

Create a new source of subslaniial light or
glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the areas?

[]

1,2,13,
17,18

il. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES:

In determining whether impacts o
agricultural resources are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may
refer to the California Agricultural Land
Evaluation and Site Assessment Model
{1997} prepared by the California Dept. of
Conservation as an optional model to use in
assessing impacts on agriculture and
farmland. Would the project:

a)

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Stalewide
importance (Farmland), as shown on the
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmiand
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

2,11,13
17,18

b)

Confiict with exdsting zoning for agricultural
use, or & Williamson Act contract?

L]

2,11,13
17,18

¢}

Involve other changes in the existing
anvironment which, due to their location or
nature. could result in conversion of
Farmland, to non-agricultural use?

]

2,11,13
17,18

July 8, 2004

EIA No. EA2004-6




WOULD THE PROJECT:

IMPACT

Cumutative

Potentially
Significant

Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitlgation
Ingorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Source

.

AIR QUALITY:

{Where availabts, the significance criteria
established by the applicable air quality
management or air poliution conirol district
may be relied upon to make the following
determinations). Would the project:

a)

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of
the applicable air quality ptan®

]

[]

2,9.17,
18,19

b)

Violate any air quality standard or
contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation?

i

L]

2,9,17,
18,19

17¢)  Resultin a ¢umulatively considerdble mel™

increase of any criteria poliutant for which
the project region is non-attainment under
an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard (including reteasing
emissions which axceed guantitative
thresholds for ozone precursors)?

L]

e

18,19

d)

Expose sensitive raceptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?

[]

29,17,
18,19

@)

Create objectionable odors aflecting a
substantial number of people? ’

[

2,9,17,
18,19

.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES:;
Would the project:

a)

Have a substantial adverse effect, either
divectly or through habitat modifications,
on any species idenlified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local
or regional plans, policies, ot regulations,
or by the California Deparlment of Fish &
Game or U.5. Fish & Wildlife Service?

L]

2,17,18
19

b)

Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive nalural
community identified in local or regional
pians, policies, regulations or by the
California Department of Fish & Game or
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service?

2,17,18
19

July 8, 2004

EIA No. EA2004-6
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IMPACT
WOULD THE PROJECT: Potent Less Than
otentiaily Significant Less Than
- Cumulative | Significant With Significant No Source
Impact Mitigation impact Impact
Incorporated
L

¢) Have a substantial adverse effect on — 217,18
federally protected wetlands as defined by 19
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act D - D D D M
(including, but not limited to marsh, vernal
pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal,
filiing, hydrological intarruption, or other
means?

d}Y Interfere substantially with the movement — 2,17,18
of any native resident or migratory fish or 19
wildlife species or with established native D [:( D D M
resident or migratory wildlife cotridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?

e} Conflict with any local policies or _ B — __ _Z,T'?T,igi
ordinances protecting biological resources, 19
such as a tree preservation policy or I_‘-—\ D D D M
ordinance?

f)  Confiict with the provisions of an adopted — 2,17,18
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 19
Comnunity Conservation Plan, or ather D E:I D l:] M
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

V, CULTURAL RESOURCES:

Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the — 2,15,16
significance of a historical resource as 17,18
defined in §15064.5? L L L] L T

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the o 2,15,16
signilicance of an archaeoiogical resource 17,18,
pursuant to §15064.57 I::l U [:i D X] 19

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique ‘a 2,15,16
paleontological resource or site or unigue 17,18
geologic feature? [:I D L_"I Ij 19 ’

d) Disturb any human remains, including 2,15,16
those interred outside of formal 17,18,
cemeteries? D D D D EZI 10

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOIL.S:

Would the project.

a) Expose peopie or structures to potential "4 2,11
substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving: D D D D )“

July 8, 2004

EIA No. EA2004-6



WOULD THE PROJECT:

IMPACT

Cumulative

Potentially
Significant
impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

L.ass Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Source

Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map
issued by the State Geologist for the area
or based on other substantial evidence of
a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines
and Geology Special Pubiication 42.

[]

[]

]

2,11

ity

Strong seismic ground shaking?

X

2,11

i

Selsmic-retated ground failure, including
liquefaction?

X

2,11

J - Landslides? —— — 7 7

[

i
|
|
I

ay

;
i

A

Result in subslantial soil erosion or the
loss of topsoil?

2,11

Be located on a gealogic unit or soil thatis -| -

unstable, or that would become unstable
as a result of the project, and potentially
resuit in on- or ofl-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or
collapse?

XX

E

Be located on expansive soll, as defined in
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial risks to life or
property’?

ﬁ

2,11

Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or
allornative waste water disposal systems
whare sewers are not available for the
disposal of waste waler?

L]

X

2,11

ViL.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS:

a)

Create a significant hazard io the public or
the environment ithrough the rouiine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials?

L]

A

2,11,18
19

b)

Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through reasonably
foresesable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous
materials Into the environmeni?

211,18
19

c}

Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter
mite of an existing or proposed school?

[]

<]

2,11,18
19

July 8, 2004

EIA No. EA2004-6
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WOULD THE PROJECT:

IMPACT

Cumulative

Potentlally
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation

Incorperated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

.

Source

d) Be located on a site which is included cn a
list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the

environment?

]

[]

L]

L]

211,18
19

&) For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not
hean adopted, within two miles of a public
use airport, would the project result in a
safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?

2,11,18
19

) Fora project within the viginity of a private

hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?

1— -airstrip;would the- projectresultin-a safety— |-——

2,11,18

- ._19 —— 1

g)  Impair implementation of or physically
interfera with an adoptled emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation
pian?

-

2,11,18
19

h) Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent lo urbanized areas
or where residences are intermixed with

wildtands?

[

211,18
19

VIl HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY:

a) Violate any water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements?

]

2,11,18
14,21

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies
ar interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that thera would be & net
deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of
the focal groundwater table level {e.g., the
production rate of pre-existing nearby wells
would drop to a leve! which would not
support existing land uses or nlanned uses
for which permits have been granted?

[

]

]

2,11,18
19,21

c) Substantially alier the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, Including
through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, in 8 manner which would
result in substantial erosion or situation on-
or off-site?

2,11,18
19,21

July 8, 2004

EIA No. EA2004-6
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IMPACT
. Less Than
WOULD THE PROJECT: Potentially Signiflcant Less Than .
Cumulative | Significant With Slgnificant No Source
impact Mitigation Impact impact
incorporated
d)  Substantially aiter the existing drainage 2,11,18

pattern of the site or area, including D I:I I:I D P’A 19,21

through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, or substantially increase
the rate or amount of surface runofi in a
manner which would result in flooding on-
or off-site?

e) Create or contribute runoff water which — 2,11,18
would exceed the capacity of existing or 19,21
plannad storm water drainage systems or D D D D M
provide substantial additional sources of
poliuled runoff as it relates to C3
regulations for development?

-H— Otherwigesubstantially-degrade-water— — 1. i 28 e

qualty? U O T (O

q} Place housing within a 100-year flood . . V‘ 2,11,18
hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood 19,20,
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate [:I LJ L—:I L“ h 21
Map or other flood hazard defineation
map’?

h) Place within a 100-year floed hazard area o ""5,,11,18
sfructures which would impede or redirect 19,20,
flood flows? ”—| D D D IE 21

i) Expose people or structures o a - 2,11,18
stgnificant risk of loss, injury or death . 19,20,
involving Tlocding, including flooding as a D D D D |Z] 21

result of the failure of a levee or dam?

i) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or ) ) 2,11,18
mudflow? L [:—J E] D [:] L}—g 19,20,
) 21

IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING:

a) Physically divide an established 2,11,13
gommunily? [:] D D I::I X 17,18,
19

July 8, 2004 8 EIA No. EA2004-6
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the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

IMPACT.
. Less Than ‘-|
WOULD THE PROJECT: Potentially Significant Less Than
Cumulative | Significant With Significant No Source
Impact Mitigation tmpact fmpact
incorporated
...

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, — 2,11,13
policy, or regulation of an agency with 17.18
jurisdiction over the project (including, but [j |::| D D M 19’ ’
hot limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zaning
ordinance) adapted for the purpose of
avaiding or mitigating an environmental
effect?

¢y Conflict with any applicable habitat < 2,11,13
consetvation plan or natural community 17.18
conservation plan? D [:‘ D D N 19’ ’

¥, MINERAL RESQURCES:

a) Resultin the foss of avaitability of a known 2,11,17
mineral resource that would be of value o 18.19
ihe region and the residents of the state? D D D D EZ[ ’

b} Resultin the foss of availability of a locally- . > 2,11,17
important mineral resource recovery site 18.19
delineated on a local general plan, specilic U D D M ’
plan or other land use plan?

X NOISE;

.

a) Resullin exposure of persons to or 1,2,11
generation of noise levels in excess of ¢ 19
standards established in the local general D D D D M
plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

b}y Resuliin exposure of persons to or < 1,2,11
generation of excessive groundborne 19
vibration or groundborne noise levels? D D D D M

c) Resultin a substantlal permanent increase 1,2,11
in ambient noise levels in the project S 19
vicinity above levels existing without the D D D D M
project?

d) Resultin a substantial temporary or 1,2,1%
periodic increase In ambient noise levels in D (::I l:l D <] 19

July 8, 2004

EIA No. EA2004-6
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the provision of new or physically aliered
governmenta! facilities, need for new or
physically altered government facilities, the
construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacls, in order
1o maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or ather petformance
objectives for any of the public services:

Fire prolection?
Paolice protection?
Schools?

Parks?

Other public facilities?

IMPACT
- . Less Than
WOULD THE PROJECT: Potentially Significant l.ess Than
Curnulative | Slgnificant With Significant No  _| Source
Impact Mitigation Irpact Impact
Incorporated

e) [T or a project iocated within an airport land V‘ 2,11,19
use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public D [:’ D D }A
airport or public use airport, would the
project expose people residing or working
in the project area to excessive noise
levels?

f)  For a project within the vicinity of a private — 2,11,19
airsirip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to [:I D D D M
excessive noise levels?

Xll. POPULATION AND HOUSING:

a) Induce substantial population growth in an o V‘ 2,11,13
area, oither directly (for example, by 17,18,
proposing new homes and businesses) or D l:l D LI }"“ 19
indirectly (for example, through extension
of roads or other infrastruciure)?

by Displace subslantial numbers of existing . _ o 211,13
housing, necessitating the construction of 17,18,
replacemeni housing elsewhere? [,‘] I‘—I D u z‘ 19

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, 5 2,11,13
necessitating the construction of 17,18,
replacement housing elsewhers? D D D D {2@ 19

Xl PUBLIC SERVICES:

a)} Would the project result in substantial . 2,11,18
adverse physical impacts associated with l_:l |'—I [:l [j IXI 19

July 8, 2004

10

EIA No. EA2004-6
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H T
IMPACT
. Lass Than
WOULD THE PROJECT: Potentiatly Significant Less Than
' Cumulative | Significant With Significant No Source
Impact Mitigation impact Impact
Incorporated
KIV. RECREATION:
a) Would the project increase the use of ) — 2,17,18
existing neighborhood and regional parks 19
or other recreational facilities such that D D D D M
substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated?
b) Does the project include recreational 2,17,18

facilities or require the construction or D D D D 24 19

expansion of recreational facilities which
might have an adverse physical effect on
the environment?

.7)(\!. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC:
would the project:

a) Cause an increase in {raflic which is - 2,17,18
substantial In rel:tion to the existing traffic 19
load and capacity of the street system (i.e., [] D ‘ D D M
result In a substantial increase in either the
number of vehicie trips, the volume o
capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at
intersections)?

h) FExceed, either individually or cumutatively, . — 2,17,18
a level of service standard established by 19
the county congestion management D D D I—j M ]
agency for designated roads or highways?

o) Resullin a change in air trafiic paitems, _ — 2,17,18
including either an increase in traffic levels N -— 19
or a change in lacation that results in [:1 E [‘—‘J D M
substantial safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a B . i 2,17,1§—
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or 19
dangerous intersections) or incompatible LJ D D D \E
uses {e.q., farm equipment)?

e} Resultin inadequale emergency access? 2,17.18

[] ] L] L] Rt
f) Resultin inadequate parking capacity? 2,13,17
] L] L] ] B |8

July 8, 2004 ‘ 11 EIA No., EA2004-6
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waste?

IMPACT
. Less Than
WOULD THE PROJECT: Potentially Stgnificant Less Than
- Cumulative § Significant With Significant No Source
impact Mitlgation Impact impact
Incorporated

g} Conflict with adopted palicles, plans, of ‘i 2,17,18
programs supporting alternative 19
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle I:] [:I D D h‘
racks)?

XVILUTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS:

Would the project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment — 2,18,
requirements of the applicable Regional 19,22
Water Quality Control Board? D D D D M

| b)__Require or resuit in the construction of new ] 2,18,
water or wastewater treatment Tacilities or’ h [ e ey A S A A RN 194 N IS [* 20/
axpansion of existing facililies, the I:j [:I D [:I [E
construction of which could cause
significant environmental effecls?

¢} Require or resuli in the construction of new N — . 2,18,
slorm water drainage facilities or 19,23
axpansion of existing facililies, the D D D E‘—] ’Zﬂ
construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to ) . 2,18,
setve the project from existing entillemeants 19,21
and resources, or are new or expanded [::l I:] D D &
entittements needed?.

e) Resultin a determination by the . . 2,18,
wastewater treatment provider which 19,22
serves or may serve the project that it has [:l D D L:I @
adeqguate capacily to serve 1he project’s _ -
projected demand in addition to the
provider's exisling commitments?

1t Be served by a landfill with sufficient » . 2,17,18
parmitted capacily to accommodate the 10
project’s solid waste disposal needs? L"] D I:] I—] g

g} Comply with federal, stale, and local 2,17,18
statutes and regulations related to sofid D [] D D <] 19

July 8, 2004
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WOULD THE PROJECT:

IMPACT
Less Than
Poteniially Significant Less Than ]
Cumulative | Slgnificant With Significant No Source
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporated J

¥VIl. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFICANCE:

a) Does the prolect have the potential to
degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wiidiife species, cause a fish or wildlife
popuiation to drop below self-sustaining
tevels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal commuaity, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangsred
plant or animal or eliminaie important

examples of the major periods of California
3T T higtory Oy p'l’?e:hii‘itbfy‘?"'_"‘_"' D

2,15,16
,17,18,
19

b) Does the project have impacts that are
individually limited, but cumutatively
considerable? ("Cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental
effects of a project are considerable when
viewed in connection with the effects of
past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future
projects)?

211,13 |
17,18,
19

¢) Does the project have environmental
effects which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human heings, either
directly or indireclly?

2,11,13
17,18,
19

July 8, 2004
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
SOURCE KEY

1. Environmental Information Form submitted by applicant
Project plans
Site Specific Geologic Report submitied by applicant
Traffic Impact Analysis submitled by applicant

2

3

4

5. Acoustical Report submitted by applicant

6 - Archacological Reconnaissance Report submitied by applicant

7 Other EIA or EIR (appropriate excerpis attached)

8 Alquist-Priolo Special Studies Zones Maps

9 BAAQMD Guidelines for Assessing Impacts of Projects and Plans
10, Santa Clara Valiey Water Distriot —~ ~~~ T T
11.  Milpitas General Plan Map and Text

12. Milpitas Midiown Specific Plan Map and Text
13. Zoning Ordinance and Map

14. Aernial Photos

15.  Register of Cultural Resources in Milpitas

16. Inventory of Polential Cultural Resources in Milpilas
17. Field Ingpection .

18, Planner’s Knowledge of Area

19. Expericnce with other project of this size and nature
20. 7 Flood Insurance Rate Map, September 1998

21, June 1994 Water Master Plan

22.  June 1994 Sewer Master Plan

23.  July 2001, Storm Master Plan

24, Bikeway Master Plan

25.  Trails Master lan

26. Other

(#5)]

14
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ENVIRONMENTAL CBECKLIST RESPONSES AND ANALYSIS

The ollowing discussion includes explanations of answers to the above questions regarding potential
environmental impacts, as indicated on the preceding checklist. Each subscction is annotated with the

number corresponding to the checklist form.

EXISTING SETTING:

The project site is located on a 4.20 acre parcel at the southwest corner of McCarthy Boulevard and
Sycamote Drive and developed with a light indusirial building. Surrounding development directly north,
northeast, cast and southcast of the site is developed as industrial park with tenants such as .SI, Linear
Technology and Xicor. Directly south of the project site is zoned light industrial and developed with vacant
buildings. The site is bound on {he westerly side by Coyote Creck Trail and the eastern portion of San Jose.
There are no onsite agricullural, biological, cultural or mineral resources; geologic hazards, hazardous
materials, walercourses, sensilive receplors, sensitive land uses or residential uses. While there is a City
operated storm drain pump station adjacent to the northwest of the sile, there are no facilities or utility
systems on site. The project site is designated by the Milpitas General Plan as Highway Services (HS) and

- zoned"[ci'ght’*lindushii-al*(M-l-)-*'*' e e T e T

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Tnstallation of an approximately 60-foot tall artificial free pole with six (6) {elecommunication antennas
mounted at the top. The artificial tree pole worild be Jocated in the rear of an existing parking lot adjacent
to the Coyote Creek Trail and designed to resemblc a pine tree. Associated ground mounted equipment
would be located in an approximately 193 square foot pottion of an existing trash/recycling enclosure.

Attachment to Cingular Wireless, EA2004-6, UP2004-8

Discussion of Checklist/Legend

PS:  Potentially Significant Impact

1.8/M: Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporation
1S:  Less Than Significant Impact ]

NI No Impact

1. ALSTHETICS

Environmental Tmpacts

a) Would the project have

.

a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? NI

The proposed 60 foot tall artificial tree pole would be located adjacent to Coyole Creek
Trail and be visible to pedestrians utilizing the irail for outdoor recreation. The
Milpitas General Plan designates the Coyote Creek Trail as a Scenic Resource due 10
visually significant vegetation along the creck corridor, however the Trail is not
designated as a scenic vista. Becausc {he proposed teleconmunication pole is designed
to resemble a pine iree and located within an existing grove of irees, the artificial tree
pole will blend in with {he existing vegetation and not be visually obtrusive from

July 8, 2004

15 EIA No. EA2004-6




b)

d)

LI1796

surrounding viewpoints. Therefore, the proposed project will not have an adverse
impact on existing “visually significant” vegetation or a scenic vista.

Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to,
{rees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway? NI
See [a above.

Would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the
stie and its surroundings? NI
See Ta above.

Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare which would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area? NI
Sec Ta above.

XVIL MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

e L._Does the project have the potential (o degrade the quality of the environment,

substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife specics, cause a fish or wildlife
population 10 drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
commumnity, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or
animal or elitinate important ¢xamples of the major periods of California history or
prehistory? NI

Does the project have impacts that are individually limited but cumulatively
considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects,
the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects)? NI

Does the project have cnvironmental effects that will cause substantial adverse effects
on human beings, cither directly or indirectly? NI

16
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455 BasT CALAVERAS BoULEVARD, MILPrTaS, CALIFORNIA 950355479 * www.cl.mil pitas.cLgov

CINGULAR WIRELESS ARTIFICIAL TREE POLE

TELECOMMUN[CATION FACILITY
Use Permit No. UP2004-8 and «gn 7one Approval Amendment No. SA2004-238

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT (EA2004-6)
INITIAL STUDY

Project Description: :

The applicant is requesting a use permit and site and architectural approval for six (6)
telecommunication antennas noused on a proposed sixty (60) foot artificial tree pole designed as
a pine tree. Associated equipment is proposed in an approximalely 195 square foot lease area of

an existing trash/recycling enclosure. The artificial tree pole and associaled equipment is

—proposedOH%hG—Sauthwestcmfpom—ion_of an existing parking lot adj acent to Coyote Creek.. — - - —omm - —

Project Location

The project location is 1525 McCarthy Boulevard (APN: 086-03-079). The subject site
encompasses 4.20 acres at the southwest corner of McCarthy Boulcevard and Sycamore Drive,
adjacent 1o the Coyote Creek Trail/corridor on the west. The site is developed with a vacant two-
story industrial building, associated parking lot and landscaping and zoned Light Industrial (M1).
Direcily north, northeast, cast and southeast of the site is zoned fndustrial Park (MP) and includes
tenants such as LSI, Lincar Technology and Xicor. Directly south of the project site 18 zoned
Light Industrial and developed with industrial buildings.

Responses Needing Clarification and Responses {0 Less Than Significant and Mitigated
Tmpacts

Listed below areTesponses to all answers which need clavification or were checked “less than
significant” and “less than significant with mitigation”’ on the checklist (Part II of this Initial
Study). Responses here are presented in the same order in which they appear on the checklist:

Aesthelics

Response to question La:
Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

The proposed 60 foot tall artificial trec pole would be located adjacent to Coyole
Creck Trail and be visible to pedestrians ulilizing {he trail for outdoor recreation.
The Milpitas General Plan designates the Coyote Creck Trail as a Scenic
Resource due 1o visually si gnificant vegetation along the creek corridor, however
ihe Trail is mot designated as a scenic vista.  Because the proposed

telecommunication pole is designed as a pine {ree and located within an existing

Gieneral Information: 408.586.3000
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grove of trees, the artificial free pole will blend in with the existing vegetation
and not be visually obtrusive from surrounding viewpoints. Therefore, the
proposed project will not have an adverse impact on existing ‘“visually
significani” vegetalion or a scenic vista.
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455 East CALAVERAS BOULEVARD, Mirp1ras, CALIFORNIA 95035-5470 * www.cl.milpitas.ca.gov

NEGATIVE DECLARATION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT (EIA) NO. EA2004-6

A NOTICE, PURSUANT TO THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
ACT OF 1970, AS AMENDED (PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE 21,000 ET SEQ.),
THAT THE CINGULAR WIRELESS ARTIFICIAL TREE POLE, WHEN
TMPLEMENTED, WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT IMPACT ON THE
ENVIRONMENT.

Project Title: Cingular Wireless Tree Pole

Project Deseription: Installation of a 60 foot tall artificial pine tree pole with six (6)
telecommunication anternas mounted on the treetop in the rear of an exisling parking lot

- —"‘*’*’”'Edj;f;i.‘c"-cﬁﬁ;‘o‘the“Ccjy'ot€Cre'elc‘A‘S'so*ciai'e’d"ground’moumcd equ'rpmemWoul'd”b’e"lo'cated*’ T T

in an approximately 195 square foot portion of an existing trash/recycling enclosurc.

Project Location: A 4.20 acre silc Jocated al 1525 McCarthy Boulevard, within the City 7
of Milpitas, County of Santa Clara. Assessor’s Parcel Numbers: 086-03-073.

Projeet Proponent: Leah Hernikl, Ruth and Going, Inc., 2216 The Alameda, Santa
Clara, CA 95050.

The City of Milpitas Environmental Impact Commitice has reviewed the Environmental
Tmpact Assessment for the above project based on the information contained in the
Environmental Information Form and the Initial Study. The Commitiee finds that the
project will have no significant impact upon the environment, as recommended in the
EIA.

Copies of the E.I.A. may be obtained al the Milpitas Planning Department, 455 E.
Calaveras Boulevard, Milpitas, CA 95035.

By: ,{g{,ﬁm

Project Planner

General Information: 408.586.3000

1 BIA No. EA2004-0



E.LF. No.. T

FUTEEREE

ENVIRONMENTAL

INFORMATION FORM .
o File Date;

Planning Division 455 . Calavaras Blvd., Milpitas, CA 95035 (408) 586-3279 )

This form is to be completed by the applicant and submitted to the Planning Division with a $50 filing fee.

The California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as amended, requires public agencies to evaluate public and

private projects to determine their potential impact on the environment.

This form is iniended to provide guidance for botly you, the applicant, and Cily officials in assessing a proposcd
project to determing whether it may or may not have a significant impact on the environment.

1[, based upon fhe information provided below, the City makes a determinalion {hat your project may have a
significapt impact on {he cnvironment, you will be required Lo prepare cilher additional information o an
Fnvironmental Impact Report as provided by Stale law and the City of Milpitas Cnvironmental Tmpact
Agsessment requirements. :

Detailed information regarding the cnvironmental impact assessment procedure is also available.

GENERAL INFORMATION

| Name and address of developer or project sponsor: - b g LAt U Y AR

3 PR B L. e I o - - R . g Y
g Adro Gesgyiesr e [ VLeds eitosl [ed 94200

E\..)

. (R I 3 [V R e P AR e
Address of project; | F s MF SARINT FLodiT o

Assessor's Parcel Numbcr:ri_gf_ o M_C_W S [ —

3 Name, address and telephone number of person fobe contacted concerning this project:
Laigey W i s l \ij _fi Py A Y e gy, e/ worNG THE A& 1:..,y,‘";1§.:{n€::i‘33?2‘v’5§‘"

R e AN A T N § 72 A Aereh ')_‘,Ze»ffxc;:ﬂ Z«AE;fﬁgﬁ I Y

e T T T i

[ LR ey

o (o6 /M Naudr, ol A 41

1

Depy bl AN

4. Tull name and address of legal property owner, b PG FEALTTY R ol G S i W
2 e RARES Pepn M) 1 Sl -
Ao Azl e (i B )3 =2

5 1ist and describe any other related permils and other public approvals required for this project, including
thosc required by City, regional, state and federal agencies: _Fed. 1A o fid s

6. Existing zoning district:

WAV 1% 7000

Present use of site;  CF PICEE

GITY OF ML Foas
PLANNING D&VJS‘EFQN



E.LF. No.

7. Proposed use of site (Project for which this form is filed): -2 Loz e E
A b ThEed ey s

8. Site size: Ao b e popEe

9. Square footage: o Ve s v ' ' -
10. - Number of floors of construction: Goe? PEET
11, Amount of off-street parking provided: N /A _ B
12, Attach plans.
13.  Proposed scheduling: e R . i - ~ -
14. Associaled projects: =i jL {=% _Fi’:’?ﬂ'f'iff‘:éff‘[” T A SR
15, Aniicipated incremental developmenl: Bk 7

16.  Ifresidential, include the number of units, schedule ol unit sizes, range ol sale prices or rents and (ype of
houschotd and houscheld size expected:_ #4/A

17, T commorcial, indicate the fype, whether neighborhood, city or regionally oriented, square foolage o {sales

aren, and loading facilitics: i Loy #He e Apsos et oA

G NE VG D Ardd e i T

18, I(industrial, indicate type, estimated employment per shift and loading facilities: -t / e




E.LF. No.

19. I institutional, indicate the major function, estimated employment per shifl, cstimated occupancy, loading
[acilities and community benefits 1o be derived {rom the project: g S L

70. 1fthe project involves a variance, conditional use or rezoning application, statc this and indicate clearly why

the application is required: A 42 WD AT ool £ I s VT

Arc the following 1tems applicable Lo the project or ils cff ecls? Discuss below all items checked yes (aftach

additional shects as necessary).

YES NO .
- L .o . .
e LK 21. Change cxisling features of any bays, tidclands, beaches, lakes, or lills, or
substantial alteration of ground contours.
A R 272, Change in scenic VIOws of vistas fromn cxisting residential areas or public lands
or roads.
o e 23, Change in paitern, scale ot character of general arca of project.
o B 24, Significant amount of solid waste or lilter.
o s 5. Change in dust, ash, smoke, fumes or odars in vieinity.
R e 6. Change in ocean, bay, lake, sicam or ground water quality or quantity or
alteration of cxisting drainage patlerns.
P L . _— . .
o S 27. Change in exisiing noise or vibration levels in the vicuuty.
. 5 78, Site on filled land or on slepe of 10 percent of MOTE.
e 7 N 20. Use or disposal of potentially hazardous materials, such as {oxic subslance,
flammables or explosives.
_____ B - 10. Chenge in demand for municipal services (police, firc, water, sCWage, etc.)
7/'/‘” 31, Increased fossil fuel consumption (electriclty, oil, natural gas, cle.)

7( ) 32 Relationship to a larger project or series of projects.



E.LF. No.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

34, Describe the project si ic, as 1l exists before the project, including information on topography, soil stability,

plants and animals, and any cultural, hislorical or scenic aspects. Describe any existing structures on the
site, and the use of the structures, Attach photographs of the site. Snapshots or Polaroid photos will be
acceptable.

. Describe the surronnding propertics, including mfmmahon on plants and animals and any eultural, historical
or scenic aspects. Indicate the type of Jand use (residential, commercial, etc.), intensity of land use (one-
farnily, apartment houses, shops, department stores, elc.), and scale ol development {(height, frontage,
sethacle, rcar yard, etc) Atlach photographs ol the vicinily. Snapshols or Polaroid photos will be
acceplable.

CERTIFICATION: T hercby certify that the statements furnished above and in the atfached exhibits present the

data and informatic required for this initial evaliation o the best of my ability, and that the facts, statements and
information presented are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

. 7_, P L .«{,/ 4 . /" /
{ ___.:;,7"7 {{i { L,rf _ ,‘JI,E"’f}‘.t.;:;"';'2?"'{/;"{-"")_/’/ ’/,‘,',g,,;,,,ﬁ,i ,/ s

o T (Signaturc)

l!‘o I 0 { l I \ ‘\_u:} {.. ’/,L; i("’w ‘\_‘»\\l !\ !V!!V” ( /ﬁi“ﬁ_;i b :i L




ATTACHMENT TO
FNVIRNONMENTAL INFORMATION FORM

Cingular Wireless Site SF 933
1525 MeCarihy Boulevard

22) The project wiki not affect a major view corridor or vista, but it will be visible from a
hiking trail along Coyote Creek.

32) The project is part of Cingular’s regional wireless phone networlk for cellular phone
service.

34) The project site is currenily developed with a two-story office building, approximately
25 years old, associaled parking and landscaping. There are no known stpnificant biolic,
cultural, historic, or scenic aspects. There are no known significant environmental
constraints other than the site being in the 100-year flood zone of Coyote Creck.

35) Surrounding propertics are the same use, type, age and character of the subjcct site. A
hiking {raii along Coyote Creck is located along the southwestern property line.





